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MEMORANDUM OF TRANSMITTAL 


Octosrr 26, 1959. 
To: — of the Senate Committee on Interior and Insular 
airs. ; 
From: James E. Murray, chairman. 
Subject: Letter to National Reclamation Association. 


I am transmitting for your information a letter I am sending to 
the National Reclamation Association on the occasion of its 28th 
annual convention at Denver, Colo., October 28-30, 1959. 

To the letter is appended a statement by my colleague, Senator 
Mansfield, on the President’s veto of public works legislation, delivered 
on the floor of the Senate on September 10. Also appended is an 
excerpt from an address by Senator Fulbright, of Arkansas, prepared 
for delivery in the Senate on September 9, dealing with the capacity 
of this country “to do almost anything it wants to do.” 

I feel the committee members will be interested in this material as 
well as my letter to the National Reclamation Association. 


James E. Murray, Chairman. 


Vv 








LETTER FROM NATIONAL RECLAMATION ASSOCIATION 


NaTIoNAL REcLAMATION ASSOCIATION, 
Washington, D.C., September 4, 1959. 
Hon. James E. Murray, 


U.S. Senate, Washington, D.C. 


Dear Senator Murray: This letter is your special invitation to 
attend the 28th annual meeting of the National Reclamation Asso- 
ciation which will be held in the Shirley-Savoy Hotel, Denver, Colo., 
October 28-30, 1959. 

The West is a better place in which to live and the Nation is stronger, 
economically and otherwise, because of reclamation. Reclamation 
settlers repay reclamation costs. Furthermore, increased income 
taxes from completed project areas repay the project costs every few 
years. Self-supporting reclamation communities are permanent cus- 
tomers for manufactured products of Eastern States. Reclamation 
creates new wealth, broadens the tax base, provides stabilized agri- 
cultural and food production, creates opportunities for new homes 
and produces specialized crops vitally important to the Nation’s 
diet. It is essential to a balanced economy in the West. Thus, 
because of reclamation, we are in a better position to withstand the 
ordeals of what apparently will be a long cold war. 

Without the splendid support from you and other Members of the 
Congress from the West, the reclamation accomplishments which we 
are enjoying today would have been impossible. 

Interest in reclamation has increased a great deal within the last 
few years, not only because of a better understanding of the true 
value of reclamation, but also because of the general knowledge that 
water is becoming scarce. For these reasons we anticipate an un- 
usually good attendance at our Denver convention. We sincerely 
hope that you will join us at this convention. 

Sincerely, 
Wruuam E. Wetsu, Secretary-Manager. 
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LETTER TO NATIONAL RECLAMATION ASSOCIATION ON 


OCCASION OF ITS ANNUAL CONVENTION AT DENVER, 
COLO., OCTOBER 28-30, 1959 


U.S. Senate, 
CoMMITTEE ON INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS, 


Washington, D.C., October 26, 1959. 
Mr. Wituram E. Wetsx, 


Secretary-Manager, National Reclamation Association, 
Washington, D.C. 


Dear Mr. Wetsu: Thank you for your invitation for me to attend 
the 28th Annual Convention of the National Reclamation Association 
at Denver on October 28-29, 1959. I regret that previous engage- 
ments make it impossible for me to be with you and my other reclama- 
tion friends on this occasion. In lieu of my presence there, I hope 
you will convey to the convention my best wishes and a reiteration of 
my support of the reclamation program which has been high on my 
list during the 25 years I have had the honor to serve Montana and 
the West in the U.S. Senate. 

In previous messages to your association, I have stressed that the 
West must be eternally vigilant and united to keep reclamation and 
other water resource programs energized. Local and sectional diff- 
erences are always a drawback. 

That admonition is even more apropos today. Opposition to 
reclamation and related water conservation for use expansion crystal- 
lized in the President’s two vetoes of the public works appropriation 
bill for 1960 in the Ist session of the 86th Congress, 

The Congress, in overriding the second veto, squelched what would 
have been a substantial move toward “drying up” the reclamation 
program and rivers and harbors work. Elimination of “new starts” 
as urged by the Eisenhower administration would have had that 
effect. The West and the rest of the country can thank the Congress 
for calling a halt to this downgrading of our natural resource develop- 
ment. 

Eternal vigilance on the part of the West is the price demanded 
for protection of reclamation. In Montana, we propose to press the 
fight to start construction of Yellowtail Dam and powerplant on the 
Big Horn River, just as we secured the East Bench among the “new 
starts’’ in fiscal year 1960. We will continue to press for the full 
development of the Columbia River and its tributaries in Montana 
and the other Northwestern States, just as we have supported the full 
development of the Colorado River. The Federal Government has 
already acquired the right-of-way for the Yellowtail development and 
has made a heavy investment in preliminary work. Other Western 
States have irrigation and multiple-purpose projects of equal merit 
that we support. 

Abandonment by the Eisenhower administration of the abortive 

“partnership” - wer development at the Trinity project in California 
demonstrates that the Congress will continue to support public power 


that is the backbone of future reclamation expansion. 
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LETTER TO NATIONAL RECLAMATION ASSOCIATION 3 


I am attaching to this letter two notable references to subjects, 
bearing on the President’s veto of the public works appropriation bill, 
which I hope you will print in the proceedings of your convention. 
One was delivered on the floor of the Senate on September 10 by my 
distinguished colleague from Montana (Mr. Mansfield) and contrasts 
the Eisenhower administration’s program of ‘‘new starts’’ of irrigation 
and other resource projects with American funds in underdeveloped 
areas abroad with its attitude against ‘‘new starts’ at home. 

Senator Mansfield effectively refutes the “pork barrel” charges 
leveled by President Eisenhower in his comment on the action of 
Congress in overriding the second veto of the public works appropria- 
tion bill. 

The other is an excerpt from an address prepared for delivery in 
the Senate by the able chairman of the Foreign Relations Committee 
(Mr. Fulbright, of Arkansas). It challenges the assumption that the 
Nation ‘can’t afford” domestic programs. While the Senator from 
- Arkansas doesn’t specifically mention reclamation and water resource 
development, he unquestionably had programs of this character in 
mind. 

Please assure the convention that your association will have the 
continued cooperation of the Senate Committee on Interior and 
Insular Affairs, whose membership, with one exception, is now com- 
posed of Senators representing the area of the 17 Western States, 
Alaska, and Hawaii. At the beginning of each session of the Congress 
since I have been chairman of the committee, we have met with your 
directors to discuss reclamation problems. A continuance of thesa 
conferences will be mutually helpful and center interest on the 
reclamation program. 

I urge maximum cooperation with all other resource development 
activities, including rivers and harbors, soil conservation, and related 
programs. 

/ith best wishes for a successful convention, 

Sincerely, 

James E. Murray, Chairman. 
Attachments: 

Senator Mansfield’s statement. 

Excerpt from Senator Fulbright’s speech. 

Letter from Wm. E. Welch, secretary-manager, National Rec- 

lamation Association. 


STATEMENT OF SENATOR MIKE MANSFIELD (DEMOCRAT, MONTANA) 
ON NEW STARTS IN CONNECTION WITH PRESIDENT’S VETO OF 
PUBLIC WORKS APPROPRIATION BILLS (PREPARED FOR DELIVERY 
IN THE SENATE, SEPTEMBER 10, 1959) 


Mr. President, the President has now vetoed for a second time the 
— works legislation. Members know that the Congress bent over 
ackward to try to meet the President’s wishes. We cut the amount 
across the board in an attempt to stay within his budgetary allotment 
for resource conservation and development. 
Now, it has been said time and again that this measure is very 
close to the hearts of Members of Congress because it involves public 
construction and other activity in just about every section of the 
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country. But is that something disgraceful? Is it shameful to want 
to seek to develop, to conserve, to utilize effectively the natural re- 
sources of this land? And who knows better what the needs are in 
this respect for particular sections of the Nation than Members of 
Congress? Yet, the superficial delight in calling this measure a “pork 
barrel.”” The barrel, for the benefit of the superficial, happens to be 
the natural resources, the basic wealth of the Nation and, those 
benefited by measure, happen to be millions of Americans in all parts 
of the land. It seems to me a grave matter for the President to reject 
such a measure on the grounds—implied or expressed—that it is 
wasteful or spendthrift. Equally, Mr. President, it is false economy 
to object to the measure on the grounds that it contains “‘new starts,” 
that is, provision for new undertakings. Natural resource develop- 
ment is not a casual thing. There must be continuing improvements 
to keep up with a continuing expansion of human needs. And new 
starts are essential to continuing improvements. 

It seems to me that the administration would be on much sounder 
grounds when it rejects on the grounds of economy, the concept of 
continuing development of natural resources at home, if it took the 
same view as regards continuing development of resources abroad 
under the foreign aid program. But does the administration do that? 
Oh, no, Mr. President, appropriations, new starts are described to us 
as essential when they are included in the foreign aid program. It 
is only when they are provided for at home that they become wasteful, 
spendthrift, and even socialistic. 

Mr. President, I have looked into what might be called—if we 
must use the terrfi—the foreign aid pork barrel bill. It is not easy 
to pin down what the administration regards as not wasteful, not 
spendthrift, but essential in this respect. The best figure I have been 
able to come up with is in excess of $300 million under the bilateral 
aid program for 1960. What is this money going to be spent for? 
For purposes which have a familiar sound? For irrigation, forestry, 
fisheries, mining, power, and similar undertakings? here, Mr. Pres- 
ident? In Cambodia, Formosa, Indonesia, Korea, Laos, the Philip- 

ines, Vietnam, Jordan, Sudan, Liberia, Libya, Morocco, Somali, 

unisia, and Yugoslavia? What about new starts, Mr. President, 
which are particularly singled out for condemnation by the adminis- 
tration? Yes, Mr. President, they too are contemplated, in Morocco, 
Somali, and Tunisia. 

This administration has no compunction about spending money on 
telecommunications in Liberia, on irrigation in Spain, on roads and 
bridges in Malaya, on a dam in Taiwan costing more than $20 mil- 
lion, on dredging in Thailand, on waterworks in Paraguay, on & sew- 
age system in Pakistan, on waterworks in Vietnam, and on an airport 
in Bolivia. 

Under the Development Loan Fund, moreover, we are contemplat- 
ing new starts of $125 million in Africa, $238 million in Europe, 
$255 million in the Far East, $71 million in Latin America, $474 mil- 
lion in the Near East, $347 million in southeast Asia. But remem- 
ber, Mr. President, these are not pork barrel projects. When the 
recipients are countries abroad rather than States of the Union, the 
term “pork barrel’ is improper. The accepted term is ‘‘develop- 
ment.’’ Of course, it is purely coincidental that the same types of 
prajects are involved both in development abroad and pork barrel 
at home. 
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If these projects are for development abroad, they are urgent and 
essential. If these projects are to operate at home, they are spend- 
thrift and socialistic. If these projects are for development abroad, 
then Congress must act and is admonished by the President to act. 
If these projects are for the State of the Union, the Congress is ad- 
monished not to act and if it does, its actions are negated by the 
Presidential veto. 

Mr. President, I do not underestimate the significance of these 

rojects which we are financing in one form or another abroad. They 
ee great significance in countries which are poorly developed. 
They have much meaning for the well-being of those countries and 
hence, for the state of our relations with these countries. But, Mr. 
President, at the same time, I wish that the President of the United 
States would recognize that the public works legislation which he has 
just vetoed is also of the greatest importance to the people of the 
United States and particularly to those States whose natural resources 
are also in a condition of serious underdevelopment. The majority 
party has every wish to cooperate with the President in these essen- 
tial international matters and has done so consistently. 

I must ask, Mr. President, is it too much to expect this adminis- 
tration to recognize the needs of the State of the United States and 
to cooperate with the Congress in trymg to meet those needs insofar 
as natural resource development and other highly useful public works 
are concerned? 





EXCERPT FROM SPEECH PREPARED FOR DELIVERY IN THE SENATE 
BY SENATOR J. WILLIAM FULBRIGHT, SEPTEMBER 9, 1959 


It is about time, I think, that we Americans recovered our tradi- 
tional capacity to be outraged about ourselves. For if any people 
in human history had the means to win out over a willful adversary, 
yet failed to use its natural strength, we are that people. This 
country has the natural, the industrial, and the human resources to 
do almost anything it wants to do—provided it passionately wants to. 
It is nonsense to say we cannot afford it. During World War II, we 
devoted between 40 and 50 percent of our gross national product, 
which at that time was something less than half what it is today, to 
the purposes of the war; and at the same time provided food, clothing, 
and shelter for ourselves at a comfortable level. Yet now, when the 
total budget of the Federal Government amounts to less than one- 
sixth of our gross national product, we are told we can’t afford it. 
This is plainly not so. What the people who say this mean is that 
they don’t want to pay for it—Senator J. William Fulbright, chair- 
man of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee, in a speech prepared 
for the Senate, September 9, 1959. 





LETTER TO NATIONAL RECLAMATION ASSOCIATION 


[For release p.m., Oct. 28, 1959] 


Senator James E. Murray (Democrat, of Montana), chairman of 
the U.S. Senate Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, warned 
the National Reclamation Association that the reclamation program 
in the West is again threatened by the opposition of the Eisenhower 
administration to “new starts” of projects ready for construction. 
The senior Senator from Montana, a veteran of 25 years in the Senate, 
recently announced he would be a candidate for reelection in 1960. 

In a letter to the association’s 28th annual convention in Denver, 
Senator Murray scored the two vetoes of the public works appropria- 
tion bill for fiscal year 1960 as threatening to “dry up” the reclama- 
tion program. He commended the Congress for overriding the second 
veto. 

Senator Murray attached to his letter a statement by his colleague, 
Senator Mike Mansfield, on the floor of the Senate, calling attention 
to the Eisenhower administration’s espousal of ‘‘new starts” in over- 
seas countries under the foreign aid program. He also attached an 
excerpt from an address by Senator J. W. Fulbright, of Arkansas, on 
the capacity of this country ‘‘to do almost anything it wants to do.” 

Senator Murray’s letter to the ee Reclamation Association, 
with the attachments, begins on page 1 
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